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DETAILED ACTION 

The application of Katagiri et al for a "Remote control key for preventing theft of 
transponder and method for manufacturing the same" filed January 16, 2004 has been 
examined. 

Claims 1-25 are pending. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,3,6-7,9,15-16,20,23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Onuma (US# 5,945,906) in view of Kleefeldt et al. (US# 5,561,420). 

Referring to claims 1 and 15, Onuma discloses a method for manufacturing and 
device of a remote control key (1) (i.e. key) comprising: a transmitter of (1c) (i.e. 
keyless remote controller) for transmitting a signal to remotely control locking and 
unlocking of a door; a transponder of (1b) (i.e. transponder) for transmitting a 
predetermined ID code; a housing for retaining the transmitter and the transponder of 
(1b) (i.e. transponder); a pad (i.e. a pad formed the 1a button) formed on an outer 
surface of the housing to operate the transmitter of (1c) (i.e. keyless remote controller); 
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and a seal (i.e. within the housing of the key 1 ) for sealing the transponder of (1 b) (i.e. 
transponder) that is retained in the housing. 

However, Onuma did not explicitly disclose wherein the seal and the pad are 
formed from the same material. 

In the same field of endeavor of key element, Kleefeldt et al. suggest a 
transmitter (4) and a transponder (9) are formed from the same plastic material (col. 5 
lines 4-26). 

One skilled in the art recognizes having a transmitter (4) and a transponder (9) 
are formed from the same plastic material of Kleefeldt et al. is desirable in the key 
element of Onuma because Onuma suggests both transmitter of (1c) and transponder 
of (1 b) is within the housing head of key 1 . Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made having a 
transmitter and a transponder are formed from the same plastic material of Kleefeldt et 
al. in the key head element of Onuma with the motivation for doing so would allow the 
convenience of making the product. 

Referring to claims 3 and 16, Onuma in view of Kleefeldt disclose the method 
and the remote control key of claims 1 and 15, Onuma suggests the transmitter and 
transponder are operated with the same button function 1a, therefore the pad and the 
seal are formed integrally with each other (i.e. see Figures 1-2). 
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Referring to claims 6 and 23, Onuma in view of Kleefeldt disclose the method 
and the remote control key of claims 1 and 15, Onuma suggests the transmitter and 
transponder are operated with the same button function 1a, therefore the pad and the 
seal are connected to each other. 

Referring to claims 7 and 20, Onuma in view of Kleefeldt disclose the method 
and the remote control key of claims 1 and 17, it is obvious that the button 1a is a seal 
and pad used to control the functions 1b and 1c are flexible material. 

Referring to claims 9 and 24, Onuma in view of Kleefeldt disclose the method 
and the remote control key of claims 1 and 15, Onuma suggests wherein the housing 
includes a first retainer for retaining the transmitter and a second retainer for retaining 
the transponder (i.e. see Figure 2). 

Claims 8 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Onuma (US# 5,945,906) in view of Kleefeldt et al. (US# 5,561,420) as applied to claim 7 
and further in view of Behlke (US# 5,604,493). 

Referring to claims 8 and 21, Onuma in view of Kleefeldt et al. disclose the 
method and the remote control key of claims 7 and 20. However, Onuma in view of 
Kleefeldt et al. did not explicitly disclose wherein the flexible material is an elastomeric 
material. 
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In the same field of endeavor of electronic control device, Behlke suggests the 
electronic device is made of the flexible material, an elastomeric material (col. 5 lines 
14-18). 

One skilled in the art recognizes having the electronic device is made of the 
flexible material, an elastomeric material of Behlke is desirable in th electronic key head 
housing of Onuma in view of Kleefeldt et al. because Kleefeldt et al. suggest housing of 
the remote device 3 is made of plastic (col. 5 lines 10-15) and Behlke suggest the 
electronic key housing is made of elastomeric material in order to provide the softer feel. 

Claims 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Onuma (US# 5,945,906) in view of Kleefeldt et al. (US# 5,561,420) as applied to 
claim 7 and further in view of Miller (US# 5,331 ,325). 

Referring to claims 14 and 17, Onuma in view of Kleefeldt et al. disclose the 
method and the remote control key of claims 1 and 15. However, Onuma in view of 
Kleefeldt et al. did not explicitly disclose further comprising a cover attached to the 
housing to cover the transmitter and the transponder, and a screw for fastening the 
cover to the housing. 1 

In the same field of endeavor of electronic key device, Miller discloses a cover 
attached to the housing to cover the transmitter and the transponder, and a screw for 
fastening the cover to the housing (col. 4 lines 26-44). 
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One skilled in the art recognizes having a cover attached to the housing to cover 
the transmitter and the transponder, and a screw for fastening the cover to the housing 
of Miller is desirable in the electronic key of Onuma in view of Kleefeldt et al. because 
Kleedefdt et al. suggest electronic devices within the housing of key head (i.e. see 
Figure 2) and Miller suggest a cover attached to the housing to cover the transmitter 
and the transponder, and a screw for fastening the cover to the housing( col. 4 liens 
26-44) in order to secure the electronic devices located inside. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2,4-5,10-13,18-19, 22 and 25 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Referring to claim 2, th.e following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that wherein the 
transponder is sealed so that removal of the transponder from the seal partially 
exfoliates the seal and leaves a removal mark on the outer surface of the housing. 

Referring to claims 4 and 22, the following is a statement of reasons for the 
indication of allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that 
wherein the seal is partially exposed from the outer surface of the housing. 
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Referring to claim 5, the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that wherein at least 
part of the pad is overlapped with the seal. 

Referring to claim 10, the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that wherein the 
housing includes a receptacle connected with the first retainer and partially connected 
with the second retainer. 

Referring to claim 1 1 , the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that wherein the 
housing includes a partition for defining a retainer which retains the transponder, and a 
receptacle in which the pad is formed, and wherein the receptacle is connected 
with the retainer. 

Referring to claim 12, the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that a cover 
attached to the housing to cover the transmitter and the transponder, wherein 
the seal is exposed from joining surfaces of the housing and the cover. 



Referring to claim 13 and 18, the following is a statement of reasons for the 
indication of allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that a cover 
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attached to the housing to cover the transmitter and the transponder, wherein the seal 
covers the entire transponder so that the transponder is not visible from the exterior 
when the cover is removed from the housing. 

Referring to claim 19, the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that wherein said 
sealing the transponder includes sealing the transponder with a seal that is exposed 
from an outer surface of the housing or the cover. 

Referring to claim 25, the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that wherein the 
housing includes a receptacle connected to the first retainer and partially connected 
with the second retainer, said forming the pad includes filling material for forming the 
pad in the receptacle, and said sealing the transponder includes sealing the 
transponder with the material filled in the receptacle. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ostermann et al. (US# 5,798,576) suggest a portable unit is used to operate a 
vehicle security system. 
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Wallace (US# 6,191,703) suggests a portable unit is used to operate a vehicle 
security system. 

Lindner et al. (US# 6,469,616) suggest a portable unit is used to operate the anti- 
theft system. 

Yoshizawa (US# 6,414,586) suggest a keyless entry system. 

Hiebl (US# 6,496,100) suggests a keyless entry system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications form the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Au whose telephone number is (571) 272-3063. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached at (571) 272-3068. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571)- 
272-1817. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)- 
305-3900. 
Scott Au 
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